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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

March 1997

'S'o~, "'J. ,

:: ::::::n::~:~:;;0:::~~~::~ PTA and~~Oocal, cou~s:
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and rMJrld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (~ do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.
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Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners .. -,
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and CommissionetPCKET FilE C.OPY ORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content infOlmation so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myself based on content infomlation
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, I recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely, L(l{~\0Lup~

Summerville High School
Summerville, SC

No. of Copies rec'd,__6__
UstABCDE
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RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Cormnunications Commission
1919 m Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, Kentucky's 2nd district PTA and the Cairo
Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the v- chip rating system as presented by Jack
Va1en~ Chair of the Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol an the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelmingly parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents infonnation about the content ofprograms were conducted by the
National PTA, u.s. News and World Report. and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV indus1ry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content infonnation about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

... That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Fmthcr more, the FCC should accept no rating system that docs not include content
infonnation about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L (for language); ,

... That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detennine if it meets the needs of parents.

... That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

... That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough. that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

... That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program;



Thank you for this opportunity to conunent on an issue so important to clu1dren and
families.



~6March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

OOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
~~v

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the CMo..k: ~+~ (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

oNo. of Copies rec'd'-- _
Ust ABCDE
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airman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
Federal Communications Commission

19 M Street NW Room 222
ashington DC 20554

ar Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and Rapid Valley PTA to voice my opposition
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valent~ Chair ofthe TV Rating
lementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The Rating symbol on the TV screen does

t provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
rnonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
ormation about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, US
ws and World Report and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV

dustry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
emselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
ntent description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
eless.

e FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
tutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this

stem does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
uest the following:

at under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
rther, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content informatio
out programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for
guage).

liThat the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
, ore than one rating system.

li 111at the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
een, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
rents.

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
termine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

auk you for this opportunity to comment on this issue that is so important to children
.d families.

j.~ !~o. Oi_COp;r.;M List ,t\dGDE

l- -------.
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MARCH 28, 1997

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
1919 MSTREET N.W. ROOM 222
WASHINGTON, DC 20554

DEAR MR. REED HUNDT AND THE FCC COMMISSION

AS A PARENT OF CHILDREN, I COME SPEAKING FOR THEM FOR THEY KNOW NOT
WHAT IS BEST FOR THEMSELVES.
IT IS MY DUTY TO RAISE THESE CHILDREN TO BE ADULTS IN A WORLD FILLED
WITH SO MANY DECEIVING MESSAGES.
AS I FLIP THROUGH THE CHANNELS, THERE IS VERY LITTLE CONTROL GIVEN TO
ME TO MONITOR WHAT THEY ARE WATCHING. THE RATING SYSTEM FALLS HOPELESSLY
SHORT.
WOULDNIIT IT BE WONDERFUL IF THERE WAS NO NEED FOR RATINGS. WHERE AS
ADULT RELATED PROGRAMS WOULD COME ON ADULT STATIONS ONLY. NOT ON EVERY
CHANNEL AND ANY TIME.
CHANGES MUST BE MADE TO BETTER EQUIP PARENTS WITH THE AUTHORITY TO
MONITOR THE TV.
IT SEEMS TO ME THAT THE MEDIA IS DOING WHAT EVER IT CAN TO GET THE
CHILDREN TO LOOSE THEIR INNOCENCE, YOUTH AND MORAL-CONSCIOUSNESS.

MY PLEA IS THAT YOU WILL DO ALL YOU CAN TO HELP OUR YOUTH, NO MORE
HARM- FROM THE TV - IS NEEDED.

CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 07-34

oNo. of COP:0S rec'd
L~tABCOE ~~---
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March 1997

Chairman Reed HUI{dt and FCC Commissioners DOCKET FILE CO?~JOR(G'NAL
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222.
Washington, DC 20554

'. ,,'... . "~. .'

DearChairm'in'Hundt arid Commission~rs:

RE: CS Docket No~ 97.;.55, FCC 97,;;34';' . '

I am (we are) writing on behalfof the National PTA andth~~c~.council. dis­
trict, or statePTJ\)to voice my (our) Jpposition to the v-chip rating system as prese~ted by Jack
Va~et1ti, ,C~air.of th~ !y~~~ngImp~e~e"pcation,Gm~p,o,I) January 17,)997_,The irat!B~ syptbol,on
,the TV ,s,ft~efl do~~:,ro~"Providesu~cientc~n~~nt~f1formati;onso" that PF'ents)f~p,n:a~~ .d~c~sion.s

about wh~t. is. ~pp~gpr~ate~.TY pro~ng for",d\ei,r. cl;U14r~n~Major ,surveys, releas~dthis fall which
demonstrate· overWhelming par/mt preference' for a citing system !~hat gives parents in,fo'rmation about
the content pf prograll1s werecpnducted by the Nan6hal,pirA, ~iJ. S.News anJ,We,rld 1Report, and Media .
Studies "Cen'ierjRbp~r~rpllent;' d'o' 'n6rWant the TV ~ind~strY'~io[nt~tp~etwhat'lshestfof'their chil~: .
dren.: Parent's' tvant';t8~~~ice: thoseJchoice's :;therriselverlb~sed liOn ;c:6ntent~1irirorniation' abc)ut the program.
Any rating' systemWithorit' coment descriptions ,0'1\ the'scr~enandpublicized in periodicals' that carry
TV scheduling is useless_ ,'J ",'::"tt,:''/·;;, j< .~.,

The FCC, by law, is required to determine wheth,er the industry's rating system has met statutory.
'. ",. ~,~. "'C" ,.. .' .'" I" ",_ i'~ ,'. _,' - '.' ,'- .." . ",f,." '-, -r- J,•..•. : ... ;'.,. _', '.';c. .• ,: \ i",' _

reqUlrements ofthe Telecomrriunicarions Actofl996. I (we)'ao nbt believe this"system does so and
ask that the FCC no(approve the industry rating systent. Instead, we request'the following:'

':: . . ... ~'~\ ';,. '," r" ., ( " '" .A. ",:. ;,: . ". • ·:~n.' .: <\ '~"<..,'::I .·l ,

• That under no circumstances should'the FCC approve the iridustry's ratiIlgsysterri. Further. the FCC
should accept no rating system that do~s not include content inforrtlatioti'about progiains'suEh as V
(for violence)~ S (for1se>cual 'dbpicti,oh~~rilnu4iiy) ~hd it(t~rlang4'age);~")(' .:i .... (,\~>,'..::,,' i,: '

" ,,' r.• 1,_, • ~. :. ". ~ ".:,~ ,'l·' '. .' . '. .,' ,. J 4 • . I

• That the FCC require a V-chip' band broad ~nough that would allow parents to. receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system apprcoved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so impo:ta,nt to children .and families..

.' .~,

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State

No. of Cop:es rec'de-_O__
ListABCDE



OPPOSITION TO Industry proposed Af'. Based Rating System.

I DO SUPPORT DESCRIPTIVE cdl~TENT- BASED RAtIN
SYSrrEMS.

a 4* year old registered voter in the State ofWashil~ton. I am a single mother offive dlildre
vested interest in the

11. BLnat and FCC Commission-

d H$ndt and the FCC Commission
ofth~ Secretary

Stn'fet N.W., Room 222
ngton, DC 20554

Ii ;

;CS DOCKET No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

"e Lee! Smith
~7 114tb Ave E.
Hup, WA. 98374



aijman Reed HWldt and FCC Commissioners
Federal Communications Commission

19M Street NW Room 222
lIsl!JJington DC 20554

ear Chairman HWldt and Commissioners:

CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

writing on behalfofthe National PTA and Rapid Valley PTA to voice my opposition
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valent~ Chair ofthe TV Rating

l'ementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The Rating symbol on the TV screen does
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
ptopriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which

P1~nstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
ormation about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, US

eWi and World Report and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV
u$1:ry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
DIlelves based on content information abopt the program Any rating system without

DUmt description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
less.

,e FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry'S rating system has met

tutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
$1 does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we

~ijuest the following:

under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system
ber, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content informatio
t programs such as V(forviolence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for

gtJiage).

'That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
,ore than one rating system.

'rhat the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
reen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

;that the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
,.rents.

iIh8lt any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
~ennine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

," you for this opportunity to comment on this issue that is so important to children
d.timili.es.



RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W, Room 222 IJOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

JtJrJd,,1i tt'{U1(!; /1
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the c.&h (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and HIorld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would a110w parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State ()

No. of COpi0S rec'd _
Ur;t ABeD::::



TERESA A. NAGEL
2283 Rushmore Drive, N.E.

Marietta, GA 30062
(770) 643-5856

March 25, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34
LXJCKET FILE COpy ORIGJNM

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing to voice my opposition to the current v-chip rating system being used on television.

The rating symbols used on the TV screen and in the guides do not provide sufficient content
information about the shows. I cannot make any decisions about a show's content based on the meager
descriptions provided by the current system. As it is now, I no longer even bother looking at a show's
assigned rating as I can get more information from the program description in the TV guide. A rating
system without content descriptions (both on-screen and in guides) is useless.

Since the FCC is required by law to determine whether the industry's rating system meets the
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, I urge you to take a closer look at the
current system. I do not believe this rating system is even close to adequate and needs to be "upgraded"
before being approved.

Some suggestions for improving the rating systems would include:

• A system that includes a more descriptive content information (V=violence; S=sexual
situations; L=language, etc.).

• The rating symbol on the TV screen needs to be enlarged and appear more frequently during
the course of the show.

• The rating board should be independent of the TV industry and the FCC and it needs to
include parents.

• Any rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated by an independent research
committee to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Speaking as a concerned parent, I do not want the TV industry to determine what is appropriate for my
children to view, I prefer to do that myself. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this issue.
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